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	Supplemental Table 1
	
	
	
	
	

	Descriptive Statistics of Control Variables (N=301)
	
	
	

	
	M
	SD
	Range
	
	Missing

	Control Variables (T1)

	     Parent engagement coping
	.19
	.03
	.09-.28
	–
	3%

	     Couple relationship quality
	4.21
	.83
	2-6
	.84
	2%

	     Parental warmth
	2.72
	.23
	1.56-3
	.79
	0%

	     Parental inconsistent discipline
	1.49
	.39
	1-3
	.76
	1%

	     Child behavior problems
	50.38
	9.61
	27.5-76.5
	–
	22%

	     Number of children in household
	2.29
	1.29
	1-9
	–
	0%

	     Child age
	7.63
	5.47
	0-18
	–
	1%

	     Parent age
	32.55
	8.17
	18-71
	–
	0%

	     Family educationb
	62%
	–
	–
	–
	0%

	     Relationship status (% married)
	62%
	–
	–
	–
	1%

	     Intervention condition
	76%
	–
	–
	–
	0%

	     Race
	
	
	
	
	0%

	          White
	26%
	–
	–
	–
	–

	          Black
	20%
	–
	–
	–
	–

	          Hispanic/Latiné
	15%
	–
	–
	–
	–

	          Interracial
	35%
	–
	–
	–
	–

	          Other
	3%
	–
	–
	–
	–



















	Supplemental Table 2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Bivariate Correlations of Poverty-related Adversity Indicators 

	 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12
	13

	1. Economic hardship
	– 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	2. Job instability
	.10
	 –
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	3. Victim of psych aggression - M
	.06
	.16**
	–
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	4. Victim of psych aggression - F
	.06
	.12*
	.18 **
	 –
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	5. Victim of assault - M
	.01
	.07
	.37 **
	.14 *
	 –
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	6. Victim of assault - F
	.13
	.16**
	.19 **
	.36 **
	.28 **
	– 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	7. Victim of injury - M
	.06
	.05
	.29 **
	.17 **
	.54 **
	.20 **
	 –
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	8. Victim of injury - F
	.08
	.16**
	.19 **
	.23 **
	.34 **
	.49 **
	.34 **
	 –
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	9. Family marital strain
	.11
	.12*
	.20 **
	.25 **
	.16 **
	.13 *
	.17 **
	.10
	 –
	 
	 
	 
	

	10. Family legal problems
	.09
	.11*
	.16 **
	.08
	.24 **
	.08
	.20 **
	.14 *
	.17 **
	– 
	 
	 
	

	11. Family health problems
	.19**
	.11
	.06
	-.02
	.01
	.02
	-.03
	-.03
	.12 *
	.18 **
	– 
	 
	

	12. Mother depression
	.20**
	.05
	.24 **
	.09
	.14 *
	.10
	.17 **
	.05
	.21 **
	.14 *
	.09
	– 
	

	13. Father depression
	.18**
	.08
	.03
	.18 **
	.00
	.23 **
	.05
	.13 *
	.14 *
	.02
	-.02
	.11
	–



Note. *p < .05. **p < .01. M = Mother. F = Father.










	Supplemental Table 3
	
	
	
	

	Model Fit Statistics & Selection Criteria
	
	
	
	

	#C
	LL
	AIC
	BIC
	a-BIC
	Entropy
	Smallest Class
	LMR
	BLR

	1
	-2560.59
	5147.18
	5195.37
	5154.14
	1.00
	--
	--
	--

	2
	-2408.52
	4871.04
	4971.13
	4885.50
	.75
	47%
	< .01
	< .001

	3
	-2370.93
	4823.87
	4975.86
	4845.83
	.77
	24%
	> .05
	< .001

	4
	-2344.04
	4798.08
	5001.97
	4827.54
	.83
	10%
	> .05
	< .001

	5
	-2323.34
	4784.68
	5040.47
	4821.64
	.81
	5%
	> .05
	< .05

	6
	-2306.35
	4778.70
	5086.39
	4823.16
	.83
	5%
	> .05
	> .05

	7
	-2288.87
	4771.74
	5131.33
	4823.70
	.86
	2%
	> .05
	> .05



Note. #C = Number of Classes. LL = Log Likelihood. AIC = Akaike Information Criterion. BIC = Bayesian Information Criterion. a-BIC = adjusted BIC. LMR = Lo-Mendell-Rubin adjusted test. BLR = Bootstrapped Likelihood Ratio test. Bold font indicates the selected profile solution. We determined optimal fit by comparing 1-profile to 7-profile models and examining the following model fit criteria: (a) smaller Bayesian information criterion (BIC) and sample size adjusted BIC values (a-BIC; Sclove, 1987), (b) smaller Akaike information criterion (AIC) values (Akaike, 1998), (c) significant Lo-Mendell-Rubin (LMR) adjusted likelihood test (Lo et al., 2001), (d) a significant bootstrapped likelihood ratio test (BLRT) value (Nylund et al., 2007), (e) higher entropy scores (approaching 1.00), (f) profiles consisted of at least 5% of the sample, and (g) profiles were theoretically meaningful. 












	Supplemental Table 4
	
	
	

	Associations Between Latent Class Membership and Child Behavior 

	
	1
β (95% CI)
	2
β (95% CI)
	3
β (95% CI)
	4
β (95% CI)

	Child Internalizing Behaviors (n = 194)

	1. Low
	11.76 (5.62, 17.90)
	3.74† (-.45, 7.92)
	1.34 (-1.77, 4.45)
	.48 (-2.54, 3.49) 

	2. Mothers
	–
	8.03 (1.39, 14.66)
	-2.40 (-5.98, 1.19)
	-3.26† (-6.88, .36)

	3. ESDP
	–
	–
	10.42 (4.31, 16.54)
	-.86 (-3.21, 1.48)

	4. Extreme
	–
	–
	–
	11.29 (4.68, 17.89)

	Child Externalizing Behaviors (n = 194)

	1. Low 
	6.98 (0.36, 13.59)
	5.83 (1.89, 9.77)
	1.97 (-1.23, 5.18)
	1.30 (-2.10, 4.70)

	2. Mothers
	–
	1.15 (-6.46, 8.75)
	-3.86 (-6.74, -0.97)
	-4.53 (-7.65, -1.41)

	3. ESDP
	–
	–
	5.00 (-2.18, 12.18)
	-.67 (-3.01, 1.66)

	4. Extreme
	–
	–
	–
	5.68 (-2.05, 13.40)



Note. Low = Low Adversity. Mothers = Mothers At Risk. ESDP = Economic Stress, Depressive Parents. Extreme = Extreme Adversity. Bold font indicates p < .05. † = p < .10. Values on the diagonal (shaded in gray) indicate the mean value of each class as reference (i.e., the model intercept). Values above the diagonal indicate differences from the reference class associated with membership in each given class. All coefficients were adjusted for covariates (i.e., intervention condition, race, and baseline levels of functioning).

